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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-7, 9-13 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Desmond et al (US 5,802,245). 

Regarding claims 1-7, Desmond et al discloses a rearview mirror 10 having a 
housing 11, a mounting bracket 17, a reflective element 100, a light source 63, 78, a 
deviator 40, 41 being that of a reflector element and the light source illuminates through 
the bottom of the housing 24 through the bottom opening 46, 47 of the housing, 

Regarding claims 9-13, Desmond et al discloses a lens 80, 82 at the bottom 
opening of the housing, figure 1 shows that a light emitting diode 23 can be located in 
the bottom of the housing, the reflective element 100 is an electrochromic material 
(column 7, lines 20-24), a carrier plate (figure 10) a printed circuit board 32, 

Regarding claim 16, figure 10 of Desmond shows how the beam axis is parallel 
to the first direction. 

Claims 17-18, 20-24 and 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Desmond et al (US 5,802,245). 

Regarding claims 17-18, Desmond et al discloses a rearview mirror 10 having a 
housing 1 1 , a mounting bracket 17, a reflective element 100, a light source 63, 78, a 
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deviator 40, 41 being that of a reflector element and the light source illuminates through 
the bottom of the housing 24 through the bottom opening 46, 47 of the housing, 

Regarding claims 21-24 and 28-30, Desmond et al discloses a lens 80, 82 at the 
bottom opening of the housing, figure 1 shows that a light emitting diode 23 can be 
located in the bottom of the housing, the reflective element 100 is an electrochromic 
material (column 7, lines 20-24), a carrier plate (figure 10) a printed circuit board 32, 

Regarding claim 20, figure 10 of Desmond shows how the beam axis is parallel 
to the first direction. 

Claims 32-36, 38-42 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Desmond et al (US 5,802,245). 

Desmond et al discloses a rearview mirror 10 having a housing 1 1, a mounting 
bracket 17, a reflective element 100, a light source 63, 78, a deviator 40, 41 being that 
of a reflector element and the light source illuminates through the bottom of the housing 
24 through the bottom opening 46, 47 of the housing, 

Desmond et al discloses a lens 80, 82 at the bottom opening of the housing, 
figure 1 shows that a light emitting diode 23 can be located in the bottom of the housing, 
the reflective element 100 is an electro chromic material (column 7, lines 20-24), a 
carrier plate (figure 10) a printed circuit board 32, 

Figure 10 of Desmond shows how the beam axis is parallel to the first direction. 



Application/Control Number: Page 4 

10/826,047 

Art Unit: 2885 

Claims 46-49, 52-55, 57-58 and 60-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Desmond et al (US 5,802,245). 

Desmond et al discloses a rearview mirror 10 having a housing 1 1 , a mounting 
bracket 17, a reflective element 100, a light source 63, 78, a deviator 40, 41 being that 
of a reflector element and the light source illuminates through the bottom of the housing 
24 through the bottom opening 46, 47 of the housing, 

Desmond et al discloses a lens 80, 82 at the bottom opening of the housing, 
figure 1 shows that a light emitting diode 23 can be located in the bottom of the housing, 
the reflective element 100 is an electro chromic material (column 7, lines 20-24), a 
carrier plate (figure 10) a printed circuit board 32, 

Figure 10 of Desmond shows how the beam axis is parallel to the first direction. 



Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 



Application/Control Number: Page 5 

10/826,047 

Art Unit: 2885 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 8, 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Desmond et al as applied to claims 1 and 5 above, and further in view of Anderson 
et al (US 6,502,907). 

Regarding claims 8, 14 and 15, Desmond et al discloses all the limitations of the 
claimed invention but does not disclose the light pipe, the reflectance value or the beam 
axis angle. 

Regarding claim 8, Anderson et al discloses a vehicular puddle light having a 
housing 225, a front opening 100, light source 210 and light pipe 205. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the rearview mirror of Desmond et al with the 
puddle light of Anderson et al in order to provide a means of illuminating a direct area 
outside of the mirror as taught by Anderson et al (see summary). 

Regarding claims 14 and 15 Desmond et al in view of Anderson et al does not 
disclose the material elements of the reflector or how the beam axis is angled. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have a beam axis within about 45% relative to the second 
directive, a reflectance of 70%, or the structural make up of the reflector elements since 
it has been held that where the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior 
art, discovering the optimum or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art. In 
re Alter USPQ 233. 
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Claims 19, 25 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Desmond et al as applied to claims 17, 18 and 22 above, and further in view of 
Anderson et al (US 6,502,907). 

Regarding claims 19, 25 and 31 , Desmond et al discloses all the limitations of the 
claimed invention but does not disclose the light pipe, the reflectance value or the beam 
axis angle. 

Regarding claim 25, Anderson et al discloses a vehicular puddle light having a 
housing 225, a front opening 100, light source 210 and light pipe 205. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the rearview mirror of Desmond et al with the 
puddle light of Anderson et al in order to provide a means of illuminating a direct area 
outside of the mirror as taught by Anderson et al (see summary). 

Regarding claims 19 and 31 Desmond et al in view of Anderson et al does not 
disclose the material elements of the reflector or how the beam axis is angled. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have a beam axis within about 45% relative to the second 
directive, a reflectance of 70%, or the structural make up of the reflector elements since 
it has been held that where the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior 
art, discovering the optimum or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art. In 
re Alter USPQ 233. 
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Claims 37, 43 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Desmond et al as applied to claims 32 and 34 above, and further in view of 
Anderson et al (US 6,502,907). 

Regarding claims 37, 43 and 44, Desmond et al discloses all the limitations of the 
claimed invention but does not disclose the light pipe, the reflectance value or the beam 
axis angle. 

Regarding claim 37, Anderson et al discloses a vehicular puddle light having a 
housing 225, a front opening 100, light source 210 and light pipe 205. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the rearview mirror of Desmond et al with the 
puddle light of Anderson et al in order to provide a means of illuminating a direct area 
outside of the mirror as taught by Anderson et al (see summary). 

Regarding claims 43 and 44 Desmond et al in view of Anderson et al does not 
disclose the material elements of the reflector or how the beam axis is angled. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have a beam axis within about 45% relative to the second 
directive, a reflectance of 70%, or the structural make up of the reflector elements since 
it has been held that where the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior 
art, discovering the optimum or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art. In 
re Alter USPQ 233. 



Application/Control Number: 

10/826,047 

Art Unit: 2885 



Page 8 



Claims 56, 59 and 64 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Desmond et al as applied to claim 46 and 58 above, and further in view of 
Anderson et al (US 6,502,907). 

Regarding claims 58, 59 and 64 Desmond et al discloses all the limitations of the 
claimed invention but does not disclose the light pipe, the reflectance value or the beam 
axis angle. 

Regarding claim 64, Anderson et al discloses a vehicular puddle light having a 
housing 225, a front opening 100, light source 210 and light pipe 205. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the rearview mirror of Desmond et al with the 
puddle light of Anderson et al in order to provide a means of illuminating a direct area 
outside of the mirror as taught by Anderson et al (see summary). 

Regarding claims 58 and 59 Desmond et al in view of Anderson et al does not 
disclose the material elements of the reflector or how the beam axis is angled. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have a beam axis within about 45% relative to the second 
directive, a reflectance of 70%, or the structural make up of the reflector elements since 
it has been held that where the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior 
art, discovering the optimum or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art. In 
re Alter USPQ 233. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed October 31 , 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Regarding the argument on pages 12-19 of the following claims are 
addressed; regarding claim 1 the prior art of Desmond et al ('245) discloses all the 
limitation of the claimed invention of the instant application as cited in claim 1 , the prior 
art of Desmond et al discloses all the limitations of claim 1 , the prior art of Desmond et 
al shows in figure 6 a housing that have a reflector located inside the housing, as 
shown in figure 6, the mirror lengths covers front portion of the housing and on figure 10 
how the directing member or reflector which also includes a light source direct light 
perpendicular (in a right angle) to that of a front mirror. 

Regarding the argument on page 13, that the Desmond et al does not have a 
directional component in a second direction as cited in claim 1, the second direction 
refers to the reflector 40 that reflect light from the light source to a second direction to 
that of the mirror as shown in figure 1 0 which is perpendicular to the front of the mirror. 
Regarding claim 10, the prior art of Desmond et al shows in figure 10 a lens 80, 82 
located at the bottom of the mirror housing, the applicant is directed to column 6, lines 
6-1 5 that the lenses 80 and 82 is used for diffusing the light source. 

Regarding claim 17 of the argument on page 14 the lens as cited in claim 17 is 
found in figure 10, regarding claim 18, the structural limitation as cited in claim 18 is met 
by the prior art of Desmond et al (see figure 10), regarding claim 20, figure 10 shows 
how the beam axis of the light source is parallel to the reflector 80, 82, regarding claim 
24, the mirror 100 is planar (two dimensional in quality per Webster dictionary 10th 
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edition), regarding claim 24 figure 1 teaches that the light source can be a light emitting 
diode and regarding claims 30 a carrier plate 51 and printed circuit board 32 is found in 
figure 10. 

Regarding claim 32 the structural limitations as cited are met by Desmond et al 
as broadly interpreted the light source having a directional component is that of a 
reflector 80, 82 is shown in figure 10, regarding claim 36 Desmond et al discloses a 
planar mirror shown in figure 8, regarding claim 29, the teaching of a light emitting diode 
23 is shown in figure 1, regarding claim 42, the carrier plate 51 and printed circuit board 
32 if found in figure 10 and claim 45, Desmond et al show the beam axis of the light 
source is parallel to the first direction of the reflector shown in figure 10. 

Regarding claim 46, figure 6 shows the housing 1 1 , having the front opening and 
a bottom opening can be found in figure 10, the teaching of light emitting diode 23 
located at the bottom of the housing in figure 1 , regarding 47-49 and 52-64 the 
structural limitations are taught in figure 1 , 6 and 10 as cited above. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John A. Ward whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2386. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jong (James) Lee can be reached on 571-272-7044. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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